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SUMMARY OF MEETING:

The National Paint and Coatings Association (NCPA) requested that the Consumer Product
Safety Commission (CPSC) staff present information regarding the labeling of paint strippers,
spray paint and other products containing methylene chloride that are the subject of a current
project at the CPSC.

Ms. Burton, methylene chloride project manager, gave a brief synopsis of the project from is
inception to the present, a span of approximately 10 years. At this time, the Commission is
considering its options regarding changing the statement of enforcement policy and
interpretation. After her review she entertained questions from the industry trade association

members.

The industry commented on the difficulty of incorporating symbols into the label that is
currently used on methylene chloride containing products. They currently use a litho
machine that does not print the ANSI triangle. The triangle would have to be offset printed.

They questioned whether we had any incidents of fire with the aided use of a fan for
ventilation. Ms. Burton said that there were no incidents with products containing DCM and
a fan relating to starting a fire during the painting or stripping process. One industry person
also felt that the reference to respirators and to not using the products in the basement should
not be deleted.

The aerosol manufacturers noted that they felt they could not squeeze anything else onto their
label. The proposed boxes and borders would require additional spacing on the label.

Ms. Burton reviewed the ANSI color requirement and many of the manufacturers were
bothered by the ANSI color conventions. They were not convinced that the addition of
color really enhanced the understanding of the hazard associated with a product. They also
noted that there are serious problems with what we are proposing and available label space.
They propose a minimal label change because there are many states with their own
requirements and it is very difficult for the manufacturer to comply with everything.

The Prop 65 statement is very rigid. There currently is potential for front panel statements
(FHSA) to contradict back panel statements. The state of California forbids language that
deviates from what they require. The DCM label which we are proposing differs from and is
in violation of the state of California Prop 65. They would like federal intervention on the
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labeling requirements of Pro
Office of General Counsel.
preemption issue.

p 65. NPCA forwarded some information on this issue to the
The 9th Circuit is currently looking at a FIFRA case and the



